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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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The applicant's information disclosure statement dated 4/9/2004 has been 
considered and a copy has been placed in the file. 

Applicant's election with traverse of Group II in the reply filed on 10/6/2006 is 
acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the claimed apparatus has no 
ability to measure any distance, including any distance the distance in which the door 
must travel to contact the floor. This is not found persuasive because the applicant 
clearly discloses more than one invention and the proposed method of installing an 
adjustable door seal in the restriction dated 9/14/2006 clearly discloses another method 
of providing an adjustable door seal similar to that of the applicant's invention. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claims 1-3 are hereby withdrawn from consideration and claims 4-20 are herein 
addressed below. 

Claims 4-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. There is a lack of antecedent basis for the following: 
In claim 4, lines 1-2, "the hinge side", lines 2-3, "the linear displacement", line 4, "the 
projection", line 5, 'the door leaf, lines 6-7, the event", line 12, "the adjusted position", 
line 13, "the door"; In claim 7, line 4, "the end" and "the wall"; In claim 10, line 3, "the 
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longitudinal direction"; In claim 11, line 3, "the circumference"; In claim 13, lines 2-3, 
"the respective axial displacement position"; In claim 15, lines 1-2, "the axial extent", 
line 3, "the event"; In claim 18, lines 4-5, "the proportion", line 5, "the area", lines 5-6, 
"the opposing pressure increase"; In claim 19, line 2, "the region", lines 3-4, 'the 
triggering mechanism", line 4, "the interior", lines 4-5, "the housing"; and In claim 20, line 
4, "the ability". In claim 4, line 2, the phraseology "and/or" is indefinite and fails to 
positively claim the invention. Throughout the claims, the applicant recites "at least one 
trigger", then recites "the trigger", then recites, "the at least one trigger". With respect to 
the elements, consistency should be maintained throughout all of the claims. For 
example, if the applicant recites "at least one trigger", then recites "the trigger", then the 
applicant should maintain the element as "the trigger" instead of flip-flopping between 
"the trigger" and "the at least one trigger". In claim 4, line 6, the phraseology "in such a 
way" is indefinite and fails to positively recite the claimed invention. In claim 4, line 7, 
the phraseology "a floor contact pressure of the seal profile that exceeds a reference 
value occurring" is not readily understood by the Examiner. In claim 5, lines 3-4, the 
phraseology "the trigger jumps over at least one thread during the self-adjustment" is 
not readily understood by the Examiner. In claim 6, line 2, it appears that "permit" 
should be -permits-. In claim 7, line 3, the phraseology "preferably" is indefinite and 
fails to positively recite the claimed invention. In claim 8, lines 2-3, the phraseology "the 
at least one trigger accommodates a plurality of elastic elements" is not readily 
understood by the Examiner. Specifically, how does the trigger "accommodate a 
plurality of elastic elements"? In claim 10, line 4, specifically who is "their" referring to? 
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In claim 1 1 , line 2, the phraseology "it" is not readily understood by the Examiner. 
Specifically, what is meant by "it"? In claim 1 1 , line 4, the phraseology "ring-like" is 
indefinite and fails to positively recite the claimed invention. Is it a ring or not? In claim 
13, lines 2-3, the phraseology "grooves or profiling or fluting" is indefinite and fails to 
positively recite the claimed invention. Exactly what is the applicant trying to claim? In 
claim 13, lines 3-4, the phraseology "the respective axial displacement position" is not 
readily understood by the Examiner. In claim 14, lines 4-5, the phraseology "the 
reference value of the floor contact pressure of the seal is exceeded" is not readily 
understood by the Examiner. In claims 16 and 17, line 2, the phraseology "or the like" is 
indefinite and fails to positively recite the claimed invention. In claim 19, line 3, the 
phraseology "and/or" is indefinite and fails to positively recite the claimed invention. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

As best understood, claims 4, 5, and 10-20 are further rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ohi (4,805,345). Ohi (4,805,345) discloses a 
sealing device (1 0) comprising at least one trigger (31 ) on a side of a door (1 1 ), a rail 
(12) is lower into a sealing position with a floor (13) upon axial displacement of the 
trigger (31), a threaded rod (30) houses the trigger (31) at one end, a spring holding 
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means (32) biases the trigger, and the trigger (31 ) having a slot at one end for 
adjustment. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

As best understood, claims 6-9 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Ohi (4,805,345) in view of German patent No. 394526 to Hahn. 

All of the elements of the instant invention are discussed in detail above except 

providing radial expansion/elastic elements/rubber threads. German patent No. 394526 

to Hahn et al. disclose a sealing device having a trigger element formed of plastic. The 

plastic threads allows for deformation, expansion, and contraction. It would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the 

trigger of Ohi ('345) to be formed of plastic as taught by German patent No. 394526 to 

Hahn since plastic provides less rigidity between the threaded rod and the trigger 

thereby allowing for tolerances as well as preventing the trigger from scratching the 

surface of the door jamb. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. U.S. patents to Comaglio et al., Cronenberg et al., Reese, 
Lapinski et al. , Sward, Marcotte, and Coonradt disclose door seal devices having 
plungers and operating mechanisms similar to that of the applicant's invention. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerry Redman 
at telephone number 571-272-6835. 




